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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 07/21/2008 with respect to claims 21 and 27 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In re pages 5-9, applicants argue that the Vantalon reference shows a system 
that does not include the PCMCIA interface as an integral part of the TV. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees column 4, lines 16-48 discloses 
different ways of packaging the apparatus and column 4, lines 33 - 40 discloses an 
integrated television set with an add on conditional access module that contains a 
PCMCIA slot. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 21 , 24, 26 - 28 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Vantalon etal (US 7,216,358 B1). 

As to claim 21, Vantalon discloses a standalone television receiver (TV) that 



does not include a built in TV program recording device (see fig. 4), said TV including: 
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a display device (13) for displaying received images (see fig. 2) 
a PCMCIA card (Personal Computer Memory Card International Association 
card) interface slot (72) in said TV, said PCMCIA card interface slot adapted to receive 
a removable PCMCIA card (28) which includes electronic circuitry (see column 6, lines 
57 - 65), 

an encoder (48) having an encoder-input for receiving TV signals and an 
encoder- output for providing encoded TV signals (see column 7, lines 5-15), 

a buffer storage (46) connected to said encoder-output, said buffer storage 
adapted to buffer said encoded TV signals (see column 7, lines 5 - 20), and 

interface circuitry adapted to connect circuitry on said PCMCIA card to said 
buffer whereby encoded TV signals can be transferred to said electronic circuitry on 
said PCMCIA card (see column 7, lines 5 - 41 ). 

As to claim 24, Vantalon discloses the TV recited in claim 21 including a 
processor (42) adapted to control transfer of signals from said encoder to said interface 
circuitry (see column 7, lines 21 - 41 ). 

As to claim 26, Vantalon discloses the TV recited in claim 21 including a 
processor connected to said buffer storage (88) and to said interface circuitry, said 
processor adapted to control transfer of signals between said buffer and said interface 
(see column 7, lines 28 - 41 ). 

As to claim 27, grounds for rejecting claim 21 apply to claim 27 in its entirety. 

As to claim 28, Vantalon discloses the TV recited in claim 27 wherein said 



Application/Control Number: 10/753,800 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2621 

PCMCIA card includes memory for storing TV signals (see column 7, lines 33 - 41 ). 
As to claim 30, grounds for rejecting claim 24 apply to claim 30 in its entirety. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 25 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Vantalon in view of Hong et al (US 2992/0039245 A1 ). 

As to claim 25, Vantalon discloses the TV recited in claim 21 . However Vantalon 
does not disclose including a second PCMCIA card interface slot for holding a second 
PCMCIA card. 

Hong discloses including a second PCMCIA card interface slot for holding a 
second PCMCIA card (see [040]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added a plurality of PCMCIA card slots as taught by Hong 
to the apparatus of Vantalon to provide an improved structure to create a large storage 
capacity (see [011]). 

As to claim 31, grounds for rejecting claim 25 apply to claim 31 in its entirety. 
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6. Claims 22, 23 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Vantalon in view of Ross et al (US 5,859,628). 

As to claim 22, Vantalon discloses the TV recited in claim 21 . However Vantalon 
does not disclose wherein said PCMCIA card includes a rotating magnetic memory 
media for storing TV signals. 

Ross discloses wherein said PCMCIA card includes a rotating magnetic memory 
media for storing TV signals (see column 9, lines 1 1 - 25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have used a PCMCIA card that includes a rotating magnetic 
memory media as taught by Ross to the apparatus of Vantalon to provide a system that 
is economically feasible and commercially practical (see column 1 , lines 64 - 65) 

As to claim 23, grounds for rejecting claim 22 apply to claim 23 in its entirety. 

As to claim 29, grounds for rejecting claim 22 apply to claim 29 in its entirety. 

7. Claim 32 - 33 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Vantalon in view of Speasi et al (US 2005/01 29385 A1 ). 

As to claim 32, this claim is similar to claim 27 only in that the limitation "a Liquid 
Crystal Display (LCD) device" is additionally recited. 

Vantalon discloses a TV but he does not disclose an LCD. 

Speasi discloses a Liquid Crystal Display (LCD) device (see [020] and [021]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added the LCD device taught by Speasi to the apparatus of 
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Vantalon to provide a system with sufficient memory to store a large number of video 
clips (see [007]). 

As to claim 33, Vantalon in view of Speasi discloses the TV recited in claim 32. 
Vantalon discloses wherein said PCMCIA card includes memory for storing TV signals 
(see column 7, lines 33 - 41 ). 

As to claim 36, Vantalon in view of Speasi discloses the TV recited in claim 32 . 
Vantalon discloses including a processor (42) adapted to control transfer of signals from 
said encoder (45, 48) to said interface circuitry (see column 7, lines 5 - 41 ). 

8. Claim 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vantalon 
in view of Speasi as applied to claim 32 above, and further in view of Hong et al. 

As to claim 37, Vantalon in view of Speasi discloses The TV recited in claim 32. 
However they do not disclose including a second PCMCIA card interface slot for holding 
a second PCMCIA card. 

Hong discloses including a second PCMCIA card interface slot for holding a 
second PCMCIA card (see [040]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added a plurality of PCMCIA card slots as taught by Hong 
to the apparatus of Vantalon in view of Speasi to provide an improved structure to 
create a large storage capacity (see [01 1]). 
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9. Claims 34 - 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vantalon in view of Speasi as applied to claim 32 above, and further in view of Ross et 
al. 

As to claim 34, Vantalon in view of Speasi discloses the TV recited in claim 32. 
However they do not disclose wherein said PCMCIA card includes rotating memory 
media for storing said digitized TV signals. 

Ross discloses wherein said PCMCIA card includes rotating memory media for 
storing said digitized TV signals (see column 9, lines 1 1 - 25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have used a PCMCIA card that includes a rotating magnetic 
memory media as taught by Ross to the apparatus of Vantalon in view of Speasi to 
provide a system that is economically feasible and commercially practical (see column 
1, lines 64-65) 

As to claim 35, grounds for rejecting claim 34 apply to claim 35 in its entirety. 
Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OLUWASEUN A. ADEGEYE whose telephone number 
is (571 )270-1 71 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 - 
5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha D. Banks-Harold can be reached on 571-272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

11/07/2008 

/Marsha D. Banks-Harold/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 

10. N 



